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The Aooeal Brief fifed on 17 October 2003 Is defective for failure to comolv with one or more ©revisions of 37 CFR 



1.192(c). See MPEP§ 1206. 

To avoid dismissal of the appeal, applicant must file IN TRIPLICATE a complete new brief in compliance with 37 CFR 
1 .192(c) within the longest of any of the following three TIME PERIODS: (1) ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS from the 
mailing date of this Notification, whichever is longer; (2) TWO MONTHS from the date of the notice of appeal; or (3) 
within the period for reply to the action from which this appeal was taken. EXTENSIONS OF THESE TIME PERIODS 
MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136. 



1 . □ The brief does not contain the items required under 37 CFR 1 . 1 92(c), or the items are not under the proper 

heading or in the proper order 

2. □ The brief does not contain a statement of the status of all claims, pending or cancelled, or does not Identify the 

appealed claims (37 CFR 1.192(c)(3)). 

3. □ At least one amendment has been filed subsequent to the final rejection, and the brief does not contain a 

statement of the status of each such amendment (37 CFR 1.192(c)(4)). 

4. □ The brief does not contain a concise explanation of the claimed invention, referring to the specification by page 

and line number and to the drawing, if any, by reference characters (37 CFR 1 .192(c)(5)). 

5. □ The brief does not contain a concise statement of the issues presented for review (37 CFR 1 .192(c)(6)). 

6. EI A single ground of rejection has been applied to two or more claims in this application, and 

(a) El the brief omits the statement required by 37 CFR 1 .1 92(c)(7) that one or more claims do not stand or fan 

together, yet presents arguments in support thereof in the argument section of the brief. 

(b) □ the brief includes the statement required by 37 CFR 1 .1 92(c)(7) that one or more claims do not stand or fall 

together, yet does not present arguments in support thereof in the argument section of the brief. 

7. 13 The brief does not present an argument under a separate heading for each issue on appeal (37 CFR 1.1 92(c)(8)). 

8. IS The brief does not contain a correct copy of the appealed claims as an appendix thereto (37 CFR 1 .192(c)(9)). 

9. H Other (including any explanation in support of the above hems): 



fT is not dear as to how many groups of cf aims e xist in the arouppino of the claims. There is no copy of the claims involved 
in the appeal.. 
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Applicant: Carroll et al. 


Group Art Unit: 2878 


Serial No.: 09/782,089 


Examiner: Daniel St Cyr 


Filed: February 12, 2001 


Title: Automated Reactor Endpoint of 
Platy Interference Effect Pigment 


Atty. Docket No.: 4629 



RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF NON-COMPLIANCE 



Commissioner of Patents 

and Trademarks 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

With respect to the Notification of Non-Compliance mailed January 12, 2004, 
applicants present herein a replacement Appeal Brief. 

With respect to paragraph 6 of the Notification, the grouping of claims has now 
been restated. Accordingly, 8 groups of claims have now been set forth as being 
separately patentable. 

With respect to paragraph 7 that the brief does not contain an argument under a 
separate heading for each issue of appeal, appellants respectfully disagree. The 
Examiner will kindly note that the argument relative to the first issue on appeal starts 
and is set out at the bottom of page 5 of the Appeal Brief, whereas the second argument 



1 



for the second issue on appeal begins at the middle of page 8 of the Appeal Brief. In a 
telephone conversation held between the undersigned attorney and Examiner St. Cyr on 
January 28, 2004, the Examiner agreed that the argument was properly separated. 

With respect to paragraph 8, that the brief did not contain a correct copy of the 
appealed claims, appellants are resending pages 1 1 and 12 of the Appeal Brief, which 
originally set forth the claims on appeal. Page 1 1 has been re-headed as "Appendix of 
Claims." 

With respect to paragraph 9, it is believed that the rewriting of the grouping of 
claims has corrected the problem. 





Respectfully submitted. 



Stuart D. Frenkel 
Reg. No. 29,500 
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